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longer bound by it. The validity of this contention will
be discussed in the following pages. It did not commend
itself to those American senators whose votes caused the
rejection of the treaty.

PART   II.

THE CONTROVERSY WITH  THE  UNITED  STATES.

The foregoing historical account has put us in a posi-
tion to understand the views enunciated by the parties
to the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty in the recent controversy
between them. England desired to retain the general
principles on which that instrument is based, and to apply
them to the new circumstances which have arisen in con-
sequence of the successful operations of M. de Lesseps.
America, on the other hand, wished to carry out a policy
quite opposed to that which is enunciated in the treaty,
and therefore endeavoured to minimise inconvenient
obligations, and get rid of even the appearance of being
bound by stipulations inconsistent with her new departure.
Under these circumstances it is not to be wondered at
that an earnest, though friendly controversy was carried
on between the two states, Earl Granville being the
mouthpiece of England, and first Mr Elaine, and then
his successor, Mr Frelinghuysen, speaking on behalf of
the United States. Throughout the dispute Great
Britain occupied a defensive position, taking her stand
upon the letter and spirit of former engagements, while
the statesmen of America laboured to shew that their
country can no longer be held bound by the full terms
of the Convention of 1850.

In order to establish this contention they resorted to